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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^3 Claim(s) 1-7.9-20 and 30-35 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendments 

Claims 9-1 1 have been amended. 
Claims 8, 21-29 and 31 have been cancelled. 
Claims 32-35 are new. 

Claims 1-7, 9-20 and 30-35 are pending . 



Response to Arguments 

I. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 12 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Objections 

II. Claim 30 is objected to because of the following informalities: two instances of claim 
30. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

III. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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IV. Claims 1-7, 9, 10, 12-19 and 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ward (US 6,438,606) in view of Kayashima et al (US 7,143,151). 

a. Per claim 1, Ward teaches a system: 

• a first network (Abstract, col 3 lines 12-1 7 and 37-4 1); 

• a data acquisition device connected to the first network (Figures 3-7, col. 4 lines 
30-65 — support device or central site); 

• a second network (Abstract, col. 3 lines 12-1 7 and 37-41); 

• a router and at least one host wherein the at least one host is configured to 
communicate with the data acquisition device through the first network, wherein 
the router is configured to communicate with the at least one host, and wherein 
the router isolates the at least one host and the data acquisition device from the 
second network (Figures 3-7, col. 4 line 40-coL5 line 16— Figure 3 illustrates the 
router isolating the central site and support device from the LAN network while 
other embodiments in Figures 5-7 illustrate the router isolating a host pc and the 
support device from the WAN network); 

• a template file comprising an operating system command associated with the 
router, wherein the operating system command comprises a variable (coll lines 
29-39, col 3 lines 41-52 — router image file comprises operating system 
commands for the router, wherein the commands comprise a version number); 
and 

• a manager program for executing by a processor of the at least one host to 
assemble first configuring instructions from the template file for configuring the 
router, wherein network communication is established among the at least one 
host, the router and a host on the second network responsive to the configuring of 
the router, and the configuring does not disrupt communication on the first 
network between the at least one host and the data acquisition device (Figures 2- 
7, col.3 line 37-col.5 line 41, col.8 lines 7-14 — a manager program of the central 
site assemble updated configuration version of router image and sends it to the 
support device and host PC which are responsive to the updated router image 
without disrupting communication on the networks), 

• wherein the manager program interprets the variable during assembly of the first 
configuring instructions (col 5 lines 26-41 — central site outputs the version 
number of the router image to be distributed). 
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Although Ward teaches the above limitations including a router situated between 
two networks and receiving configuration commands from a host device of one of the networks, 
Ward fails to explicitly a mobile data acquisition unit consisting of the router and the least one 
host. However, Kayashima et al teach implementation of a mobile data acquisition unit wherein 
routing information is exchanged between the router and a host {col 3 lines 1-41 , col 5 lines 25- 
35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Ward with Kayashima et al for the purpose of 
provisioning a mobile data acquisition unit consisting of the router and host in order to provide a 
system capable of transmitting data from a router and to a host according to the network and data 
associated with the host. 

b. Claim 12 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 2, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 1, Ward 
teaches wherein the at least one host has a predetermined configuration, including parameters 
defining, a certain identity, and the configuring includes setting, parameters in the router that 
assign the certain identity to the router, so that the network communication between the at least 
one host and the router is established by the at least one host recognizing the router identity 
{coll lines 30-39, col.8 lines 32-37; Kayashima et al — col 5 line 25-col6 line 25). 

d. Claim 13 is substantially similar to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 
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e. Per claim 3, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 2, Kayashima 
et al further teach wherein the configuring, includes setting parameters in the router for a 
network connection between the router and the second network, so that the network 
communication between the second network host and the router is established by the host on the 
second network recognizing the router identity via the network connection {Abstract, col 5 line 
54-11 col6line 30-col. 7 line 30). 

f. Claim 14 is substantially similar to claim 3 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

g. Per claim 4, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 1, Ward 
further teaches wherein the router comprises a processor, and wherein execution of the 
configuring instructions by the router processor automatically performs the router configuring 
(col. 3 lines 12-18, colA lines 44-53, col5 line 66-col6 line 20, col 7 lines 10-14). 

h. Per claim 5, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 4, Ward 
further teaches wherein the system comprises second configuring instructions for executing by 
the router processor upon booting (col 3 line 43-col4 line 4, col 5 lines 42-64, colli lines 1-3). 

\. Claim 15 is substantially similar to claim 5 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

j. Per claim 6, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the teach system of claim 5, Ward 
further teaches wherein the router comprises a storage unit and the second configuring 
instructions include instructions stored in a configuration file on the router storage unit (col 3 
lines 23-65, colA lines 45-53). 
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k. Claim 16 is substantially similar to claim 6 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

1. Per claim 7, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 5, Ward 
further teach wherein the router comprises a reader for reading a portable storage device, and the 
second configuring instructions include instructions stored on an external storage device readable 
by the router's reader {col 3 lines 20-36, col A lines 24-65, col.8 lines 32-51). 

m. Claim 17 is substantially similar to claim 7 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

n. Per claim 9, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 1 , Kayashima 
et al further teach wherein the first configuring instructions include parameters for performing a 
network login to initialize the network communication on the first network between the router 
and the at least one host (col. 5 lines 25-35, col. 9 lines 3-14, colli lines 1-50). 

o. Claim 18 is substantially similar to claim 9 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

p. Per claim 10, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 1, Kayashima 
et al further teach wherein the configuring instructions include configuring the router to 
substitute a network address of the router in place of a network address of the at least one host 
for communicating from the at least one host to the host on the second network (col 7 lines 42- 
5 7, col 8 lines 34-61, col 1 0 lines 4-62). 

q. Claim 19 is substantially similar to claim 10 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 
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r. Per claim 32, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 1, Kayashima 
et al further teach wherein the data acquisition device comprises a plurality of network interface 
cards, wherein each of the plurality of network interface cards is configured to enable 
communication between the first network and the second network over one of a plurality of 
connection mediums; wherein the router is configured to interface with each of the plurality of 
network interface cards, wherein the router communicates with the second network using a 
selected one of the plurality of network interface cards (col 3 lines 35-38, col 10 lines 3-27 and 
50-65, col 16 lines 52-64). A data acquisition device having multiple network interface cards is 
obvious in the art, because this allows the device to connect to and interact with multiple 
networks using the distinct abilities of the network cards. 

s. Claim 34 is substantially similar to claim 32 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

t. Per claim 33, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 32, 
Kayashima et al further teach wherein each of the plurality of connection mediums is one 
selected from a group consisting of: ISDN, DSL, cable modem, wireless and voiceband modem 
(col 13 lines 44-46, col 14 lines 4-6, col 16 lines 52-60). 

u. Claim 35 is substantially similar to claim 33 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 



V. Claims 11 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ward (US 6,438,606) in view of Kayashima et al (US 7,143,151) and further in view of 
Is/eld et al (US 5,802,278). 
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a. Per claim 11, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the system of claim 1 as applied 
above, yet fail to distinctly teach the system of claim 1, wherein the configuring includes 
configuring the router to not send addresses of nodes in the first network to other routers. 
However, Isfeld et al teach a bridge server having states "BLOCKING" or "DISABLED" which 
can inhibit or prohibit the transmission of addresses (col.51 lines 33-65). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Ward and Kayashima et al with Isfeld et al for the purpose of permitting particular 
formatting configurations for the router; because it would provide extendibility and security for 
configuring the router in various modes based on the administrator options and/or preferences. 

b. Claim 20 is substantially similar to claim 11 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

VI. Claims 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ward (US 6,438,606) in view of Kayashima et al (US 7,143,151) and further in view of 
Applicant Admitted Prior Art (hereafter referred to as — AAPA). 

a. Per claim 30, Ward with Kayashima et al teach the method of claim 1 as applied 

above, yet fail to explicitly teach wherein the data acquisition device comprises a down-hole 

transmitter. However, AAPA discloses a down-hole transmitter as a data acquisition device in 

communication with a host on a LAN (page 1 paragraph 0008). Therefore it would have been 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 

teachings of Ward and Kayashima et al with AAPA in order to incorporate the data acquisition 

abilities of a down-hole transmitter into the system because of the its data acquisition and 

transmission capabilities allow it to obtain and transmit well-drilling/well-logging data. 
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b. Claim 31 contain limitations that are substantially similar to claim 30 and is 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie D. Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 8:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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